134 TABLE 6.5 Selected Project Redirection Outcome Differences
Outcome	First Sample	Second Sample
Percentage with pregnancy
subsequent to baseline
at 12-month  interview                            -  9*                           -  8
at 24-month interview                            -7                             +  2
Percentage with live birth
subsequent to baseline
at 24-month  interview                               -  9                             -  2
Percentage ever enrolled
in school between baseline
and 24-month  interview                              +11*                           +25*
Percentage employed at
24-month interview                                    +1                             -  4
NOTE:    Adjusted participant group mean minus comparison group mean.
*Statistically significant at the  .05  level or  below in a two-tailed test.
SOURCE:    Polit et al.   (1985).
additional comparison group members.    The numbers of additional sample members were not uniform across the sites.    Various techniques were used to overcome the lack of comparable baseline data for members of the second sample,  including the use of retrospective data and estimation.
The data for the  two samples are pooled  in most of the  analyses even though the treatment period covered different time periods   (and therefore possibly somewhat different program offerings)   and members of the second sample participated for a significantly shorter period of time,  9.9 compared with 12.9 months.     The pooling of the  two samples may account,  in part,  for  the apparent decline in program effects between the 12-month and 24-month results.     The  Interim report results rely exclusively on data from the initial sample while the 24-month results include data from the second sample,  which account for a significant share  (40 percent)  of the total.    When results at 24 months are reported separately for the two samples,  participant outcomes for the first sample are generally more favorable with respect to the comparison group than those of the second sample:     for example, outcome are better in terms of the number of repeat pregnancies,  the number of live births, whether the participant is employed,  and a variety of other measures  (see Table 6.5).es, and had >reviously enrolled in a teen parent program (44 percent compared with >3 percent). Attempts to adjust for selectivity bias produced no iifference in the results.
